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I. Basis of the report 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70.17)): 



Description, Pages 

1-10 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1-6 as originally filed 

Drawings, Sheets 

1/1 as originally filed 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless othenwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: . which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under 
Rule 55.2 andybr 55.3). ^ 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the intemational application in written fonn. 

□ filed together with the intemational application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the infomnation recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

(Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 
report.) 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 



V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1.4 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


2.3.5.6 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Cleu'ms 


1-6 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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ad Section V 

1 . In this report reference is made to the following documents: 
D1: EP-A-1 231 695 

D2: US-A-5 052 816 

D3: PATENT ABSTRACTS OF JAPAN vol. 1999, no. 01 , 29 January 1999 (1999- 
01-29) & JP 10 278910 A), 20 October 1998 (1998-10-20) 

2. From anyone of documents D1 , D2 or D3 (see eg the abstract of said documents 
and the passages referred to in the International Search Report) there is known 
method for monitoring technical installations where a temperature pattern (eg a 
set of temperature data) related to a current operating situation of the installation 
is derived, whereafter the pattern or data is compared with a predetermined 
temperature data or pattern in order to allow to determine - eg to classify - whether 
or not the current operation can be held to be normal or not. Hence, it would seem 
that the subject matter of claim 1 is prior published implying that claim 1 is not 
allowable under Article 33(2) POT as to novelty, 

3. The apparatus as defined in independent claim 4 is also not novel - for reasons 
already indicated in paragraph 2 above, mutatis mutandis - implying that claim 4 is 
also not allowable under Article 33(2) POT. 

4. As to the comments from the Applicant in his letter of reply to the first written 
opinion, it should be emphasized that even if the documents referred to above not 
explicitly refer to a "technical installation" to be inspected, the reference to such an 
installation in the independent claims cannot constitute a limitation In the context 
since the method and apparatuses of any one of said documents in any case 
would be suitable to be used in any technical installation - whatever significance 
this might have. 

Moreover, It is also underlined that even if none of the documents referred to 
explicitly states that the measured pattern is compared with "one of a number of 
different patterns" this is de facto also not required by anyone of the independent 
claims. Furthermore, even if this would be the case, the measure of indicating a 
temperature distribution pattern - as done in D1 - must, as far as it presently can 
be understood, be preceded by a choice of what state an actual temperature 
distribution pattern does represent - which then must imply that a comparison of 
the measured pattern with different patterns representing different possible 
abnormalities. 
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5. The measure of storing the current operating situation and its related temperature 
pattern In a memory is not explicitly revealed by document D1 . However, it is the 
provisional opinion of the Examiner that the skilled person would consider this to 
be a non-inventive measure in the context should one e.g. want to make use of 
the current data as a future reference pattern. It should be noted in the context 
that the actually storing of data in a memory and the comparison with such data is 
well known in the art - see eg col. 3, lines 41-54 of document D2 - and cannot add 
anything inventive in the context. Hence, dependent claims 2 and 5 do appear to 
add anything inventive to claims 1 and 4 respectively (Art 33(3) PCT). 

6. Since it is well known in the art to adquiring temperature data by means of ah 
infrared camera (see para. [0004] of D1), claims 3 and 6 do also not fulfill the 
requirements of Article 33(3) PCT as to inventive step. 

7. It is not at present apparent which part of the application could serve as a basis 
for a new claim which fulfils the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT as to inventive 
step. 

However, If the Applicant intends to pursue the application in a regional or in a 
national phase, the particular matter which you consider as patentable should be 
defined in an independent claim taking account of Rule 6 PCT. The applicant 
should also indicate in the letter of reply the difference of the subject-matter of the 
new claim vis-^-vis the state of the art and the significance thereof. 
The applicant is also made aware of that the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a) (ii) PCT 
are not fulfilled since the relevant background art disclosed in the documents D1 - 
D3 is not mentioned in the description, nor are these documents identified therein. 
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